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THE JESUS OF HISTORY.

————

The following article by Professor John
Fiske, of Harvard, is from The Modern
Thinker:—

Of all the founders of relfgions, Jesus in nt
once the best known and the least known to
the modern scholar. From the dogmatic

oint of view he ia the best known, from the
Eiatoric point of view he is the least known.
The Jesus of dogma is in every lineament
familiar to ns from early childhood; but con-
cerning the Jesus of [Vlintm‘y we possess but
few facts resting upon trustworthy evidence;
and in order to form a picture of him at once
consistent, probable, and distinet in its out-
lines, it is necessary to enter upon a long and
difficult investigation, in the course of which
some of the most delicate apparatns of
modern criticism will not fail to be reqnired.
This cirgnmstance is sufficiently singalar to
require especinl explanation. The case of
Sakyamnni, the founder of Baddhism, which
may perhaps be cited as parvallel, is in reality
wholly different. Not only did Sakyamnni live
five centuries earlier than Jesus, among a
people that have at no time posseéssed the art
of insnring anthenticity in their records of
evenlts, and at an era which is at bast but
dimly discerned through the mists of fable
and {!"g(‘ud. but the work which he achieved
lies wholly out of the course of Enropean
history, and it is only in recent times that
his career has presented itself to ns as a pro-
blem necding to be selved. Jesus, on the
other hand, appeared inan age which is fami.
liarly and in many respects minntely known
to ug, and among a people whose fortunes we
oan trace with Listoric certainty for at least
seven centuries previous to his birth; while

his life and achievements have probably had |

a larger share in directing the entire subse-
quent intellectunl and moral development of
Eunrope than those of any gther man who has
ever lived. Nevertheless, the details of his
personal career are shrouded in an obsourity
almost as dense as that which envelops the
life of the remote founder of Buddhism.

This phenomenon, however, appears less
strange mnd paradoxical when we come to
examine it more closely. A little reflection
will disclose to us several good reasons why
the historical records of the life of Jesus
shonld be so scanty as they are. In the first
place, the activity of Jesus was private rather
than public, Confined within exceedingly
pnarrow limite, both of space and of daration,
it made no impression whetever npon the
politics or the literature of the time, His
name did not ecour in the pages of any coa-
temporary writer, Roman, Greek, or Jewish,
Dounbtless the case would have been wholly
different had he, like Mahomet, lived toa
ripe age, and bad the exigencies of his pecu-
liar position as the Messiah of the Jewish
people brought him into relations with the
empire; though whether, in such case, the
snccess of his grand undertaking would have
been as complete as it has actually been, may
well be donbited,

Secondly, Jesus did not, like Mahomet and
Paul, leave behind him authentic writings
which might serve to throw light upon his
mental development as well as upon the ex-
ternal facts of his career, Without the Koran
and the four gennine Epistles of Paul, we
should be nearly as much in the dark cou-
cerning these great men s we now are con-
cerning the historical Jesus, We should be
compelled to rely, in the one case, upon the
nntrustworthy gossip of Mussulman chroni-
clers, and in the other case upon the garbled
statements of the **Acts of the Apostles,” a
book written with a distinet dogmatic pur-
pose, sixty or seventy years after the occur-
ren%c of the events which it professes to re-
cord.

It is true, many of the words of Jesus, pre-
served by bearsay tradition through the gene-
ration immediately succeeding his death,
heve come down to us, probably with little
elteration, in the pages of the three earlier
evangelists. These are priceless data, since,
88 we shall see, they are almost the only ma-
terial at our command for forming even a
partial conception of the character of Jesus'
work., Nevertheless, even here the cautious
inquirer bas only too often to pause in the
face of the di&enlty of distingnishing the
authentic utterances of the great teacher from
the later interpolations suggested by the dog-
matic necessities of the narrators, Bitterly
must the historian regret that Jesus had

no philosophie disciple, like Xeno-
phon, to record i memorabilia,
Of the various writings included in

the New Testament,the Apocalypse alone (and
possibly the Epistle of Jude) is from the pen
of a personal acquaintance of Jesus; and be-
sides this, the four epistles of Paul to the
Galatians, Corinthians, and Romens, make
np the sum of the writings from which we
may demand contemporary testimony. Yet
from these we obtain absolutely nothing of
that for which we are seecking. The brief
writings of Paul are occupied exclusively
with the internal significance of Jesus' work,
The epistle of Jude—if it be really writlten
by Jesus’ brother of that name, which is
doubtful—is solely a polemic directed against
the innovations of Faul. And the Apoealypse,
the work of the flery and imaginative dis-
ciple John, is confined to & prophetic desorip-
tion of the Messiah's anticipated return, and
tells us nothing of the deeds of that Messiah
ywhile on the earth.

Here we tonch upon onr third considera-
tion-—the consideration which best enables ns
to see why the historic notices of Jesus are so
meagre. Rightly considered, the statement
with which we opened this article is its own
explanation. The Jesus of history is so little
known, just because the Jesus of dogma is so
well known. Other teachers—Paul, Maho-
met, Sakypmuni—have come merely as
preachers of ri‘fh!eousness, speaking in the
name of general principles with which their
own personalities were not direotly impli-
eated, But Jesus, as we shall see, before the
close of his life, procleimed himself to be
something more than a preacher of righteous.
ness. He annonnced himself—and justly,
from bis own point of view—as the long-ex-
pected Messiah sent of Jehovall to liberate
the Jewish race. The success of his religious
tenchings became at once implicated with
the ¢mwestion of his personsl uature and
character. After the sudden and violent
termination of his career, it immedintely he-
came all-importent with his followers to
prove that he was really the Messiah, and to
insist upon the certainty of kis apeedy return
t(; eaclitb. Thus th; ﬁmthgenemtiuu of dissi-

€8 oﬂl:ntmd about him, instead of nar-
!ating life—a task which to them would
bave seemed of little profit, For them the
all-absorbing object of contesmplation was
the immediate future rather than the imme-
diate past. As all the earlier Christian lite-
rature informs us, for nearly a century after
the death of Jesus, his followers lived in

daily tion of his trinmphant return
to earth. end of all being so
pear at hand, no attempt was to insore

the aceurate and complete memoirs for the

use of .mqw ch was destined, in
Christian ation, mnever to arrive.
The first Christians wrote but little,

even DPapias, at the ond of = centary.
preferring second-hand  or  third-hand
oral tradition to the written gospals which
were then beginning to comse into cironla.
tion. Memoirs of the life and teachings of
Jesus were called forth by the necessity of
having a written standard of doctrine to
which to appeal to awid the growing differ
ences of opinion which disturbed the Charch.
Thus tho earlier gospels exhibit, thongh in
different degrees, the indioations of a modi-
fying, sometimes of an overruling, dogmatic
l:mrpmo. There is, indead, no conscious vio-
ation of historic truth, but froth the varied
moass of mwaterial supplied by tradition, sach
incidents are selected as are fit to support
the views of the writers concerning the par-
gonality of Jesus, Accordingly, while the
early gospels throw a strong light upon the
| state of Christian opinion at the dates wheo
they were successively composed, the infor-
mation which they give concerning Jesus
| himself is, for that roason, often vagae, ua-
critical an® contradictory. Still mora is this
trne of the fourth gospel, written late in the
second century, in which historic tradition
is monlded in the interests of dogma nntil it
becomes no lenger recognizable, and “in the
place of the human Messizh of the earlior ae-
connts, we have a sémi-divine Liogas or 1 in,
| detached from God and incarnate for a brief
season in the likeness of man.
Not only was history subordinated to
| dogma by the writers of the Gospel narra-

tives, but in the minds of the fathers of the |
in determining what |

Church who assisted
writings should be considerod canonical, dog-

than critical aenmen. Nor is this strange
when we reflect that critieal discrimination
in questions of literary authenticity is one of
the latest acquisitions of the onltivated
[ human mind, In the early ages of the
| Churoh, the evidence of the genninensss of
any literary production was never weighed
| critieally; writings containing doctrines nc-
ceptable to the majority of Christians were
quoted as puthoritative, while writings which
supplied no dogmatic want were overlooked,
or perbaps condemned as apochryphal,

the fortunes of the Apocalypse. Although
perhaps the best nuthenticated work in the
New Testament collection,
dootrines caused it to become unpopular as
the Church gradually ceased to look for the
speedy return of the Messiab, and, accord-
ingly, as the canon assumed a definite shape,
it was placed among the ‘‘Antilegomena,” or
doubtful books, and continued to hold a pre-
carions position until after the time of the
Protestant Heformation., On the other hand,
the Fourth Gospel, which was qnite unknown
and probably did not exist at the time of the
quartodecimman controversy (A, D, 106), was
accepted with little hesitation, and at the be-

inning of the third century is mentioned by

enwus and Tertnllian as the work of the
Apostle John, To this uncritical spirit, load-
ing to the neglect of such beoks as failed to
answer the dogmatic requirements of the
Church, may probably be attributed the loss
| of so many of the earlier gospels. It is
| doubtless for this reason that we do not pos-
| sess the Aramsvan original of the ‘‘Logia”
' of Matthew, or the ‘“‘Memorabilia” of Mark,
| the compauion of Peter, two works to which
I Papias (A. D. 120) alludes as containing
authentic reports of the utterances of Jesus,

These considerations will, we believe, sufii- |

ciently explain the curious ecirenmstances
| that, while we know the Jesus of dogme so
| intimately, we know the Jesus of history so
 slightly. The literature of early Christianity
ennbles us to trace with tolerable complete-
ness the progress of opinion ¢oncerning the
nature of Jesus from the time of Paul's earl
missions to the time of the Nicene Council;
but npon the actual words and deeds of Jesus
it lhro“;ﬁ a very unsteady light, The dog-
matic pirpose everywhere obsenres the his-
toric basis,

This same dogmaiic prepossession which has
rendered the data for a biography of Jesus so
gseanty and untrustworthy, has also until com-

aratively recent times prevented any un-

insed critical examination of such data as we
actually possess, Previous to the eighteenth
century an attempt to deal with the life of
Jesus upon purely historical methods wonld
have been not only contemned as irrational,
bat stigmatized as impious, And even in the
eighteenth century, those writers who had
become wholly emancipated from ecclesiastic
tradition were so destitute ef all historic
sympathy and so unskilled in seientific
methods of criticism that they utterly failed
to comprehend the requirements of the prob-
lem, Their aims were in the main polemic,

throwing ourrent dogmas than of impartially
examining the earliest Christian literature with
a view of eliciting its historic contents; and,
accordingly, they accomplished but little,
Two brilliant exeeptions must, however, be
noticed. Spinoza, in the seventeenth cen-
tury, and Lessing, in the cighteenth, were
men far in advance of their age. They are
| the fathers of modern historical criticism;
| and to Lessing in particular, with s enor-
mous erndition and incomparable sagacity,
belongs the honor of initiating that method of
inquiry which, in the hands of the so-called

matic prepossession went very much further |

A striking instance of this is furnished by |

its millenarian |

not historical. They thought more of over- |

| is the name of a German,

genoce of the Tabingen School, and, abave
all, to ita founder, Ferdinand Christian Banr.
Beginning with the epistles of Panl, of which
he distingnished four as genuine, Bane grala-
ally worked his way throtugh the entire New
Testament collection, detecting—with that
inspired insight which only naflinching dili-
gence can impart to original genins—the age
at which each book was written, and the
cironmstances which called it forth, To
give any ascconnt of DBaurs detailed
conolusions, or of the method by which ha
reached them, wonld require a voluame, They
are very scantily presented in Mr, Maokay's
work on the “‘Tabingen School aud its Ante.
cedents,” to which we may refer the reader
desirons of further information. We cin
here merely say that twenty years of ener-

etio cpntroversy have only served to estab.
ish nearly all Baur's leading conclasions
more firmly than ever. The priority of the
so-called gospel of Matthew: the Pauline pur.
pose of Luke, the second in date of our gos-
pels; the derivative and second-hand char-
acter of Mark; and the nnapostolic origin of
the fourth gospel, are points which may for
the future bo regarded ns completely estab-
lished by circumstantial evidence. So with
respect to the psendo-Panline epistles, Baur's
work wis done so thoroughly that the only
question &till left open for much discussion
is that concerning the date and authorship of
the first and second Thessalonians—a point
of qguite inferior importance so far as our
present subject is concerned. Seldom have
such vast results been achieved by the labor
of a single scholar, Seldom has any histori-
cal oritio possessed such a combination of
analytic and of co-ordinating powers as Baur.,
His keen oriticism and his‘wonderful flashes
of insight exercise upon the regder a traly
poetic effect like that which js felt in con-
templating the marvels of physical dis-
covery,

The comprehensive labors of Baur were
followed up by Zeller's able work on the
“‘Acts of the Apostles,” in which that book
was shown to have been partly founded upon
documents written by Luke, or some other
companion of Paul, and expanded and modi-
fied by a much laver writer, with the purpose
of covering up the traces of the early schism
between the Pauline and the Petrine sections
of the Church. Along with this, Schwegler's
work on the “‘Post-Agostolic Times" deserves
mention as clearing up many obscure points
relating to the early development of dogma,
Finally, the ‘“*New Life of Jesus,” by Strauss,
adopting and ntilizing the principal discove-
ries of Laur and his followers, and combining
all into one grand historieal picture, worthily
completes the task which the earlier work of
the same author had inaugurated.

The reader will have noticed that, with the
exception of Spinoza, every one of the names
above cited in connection with the literary
analysis and criticism of the New Testament
Until within the
last decade, Germany has imleed possessed
almost an absolute monopoly of the science
of Biblical eriticism; other countries having
remained mnot only unfamiliar with its
methods, but even grossly ignorant of its
conspicuous results, save when some German
treatise of more than ordinary popularity
has now and then been translated. But da-
ring.the past ten years France has entered
the lists; and the writings of Reville, Reuss,
Nicolas, D'Eichthal, Scherer, and Colarie
testify to the rapidity with which the Gerwan
seed bas fructified upon her soil.

None of these books, however, have

| achieved such wide-spread celebrity, or done

so much toward interesting the general pub-
lio in this class of historical inquiries, as the
“Life of Jesus,” by Renan. This pre-emi-
nenoe of fame is partly, but not wholly, de-
served. From a purely literary point of
view, Renan's work doubtless merits all the
celebrity it bas gained. Its anthor writes a
style such as is erhngs equalled by that of
no other living Frenchman. It is by far the
most readable book which has ever been
written concerning the life of Jesus, And
no doubt some of its popularity is
due to its faults, which, from a critical
oint of view, are neither few nor small.
‘or Renan is certainli very fanlty, as a his-
torical critie, when he practically ignores
the extreme meagreness| of our positive
knowledge of the career of Jesus, and de-
scribes scene after scene in his life as mi-
nutely and with as much confidence as if he
bad himself been present tg witness it all.
Again and again the critical reader feels
prompted to ask, How do you know all this?
or why, out of two or three conflicting
accounts, do you quistly adopt some parti-
cular one, as if superior authority were solf-
evident? But in the eye of the uncritical
reader, these defects are excellencies; for it
is unpleasant to be kept in ignorance when
we are secking after definite knowledge, and
it is disheartening to read page after page of
an elaborate discussion which ends in con-
vincing us that definite knowledge cannot be
gained. ’

In the thirteenth edition of the **Vie de
Jesus” Renan has corrected some of the most
striking errors of the original work, and in
particular has, with praiseworthy eandor,
abandoned his untenable position with regard
to the age and character of the fourth Gospel.

Tubingen school, has led to such striking | As is well known, Renan in his earlier edi.

and valuable conclusions concerning the age
and character of the New Testament litera-
ture. Bntit was long before any one counld
be found fit to bend the bow which Lessing
and Spinoza bad wielded. A sucoession of
able scholers—Sewler, Eichhorn,
Behleiermacher, Brelschneider, and Da Welte
| —weore required to examine, with German
| patience and accuracy, the details of the sub-
ject, and to propound wvarions untenable
ypotheses Dbefore such a work as
that of Strauss. The ““Life of Jesus,” pub-
| lished by Strauss when only twenty-six years
of age, is one of the monumental works of
the nineteenth century, worthy to rank as s
historical effort along with Niebuhr's “His-
tory of ltome,” Woll's ‘Prolegomena,” or
Bentley's ‘‘Dissertation on Phalaris.” It in-
stantly superseded and rendered antiquated
everything which had preceded it; nor has
any work on early Christianity been -written
in Germany for the past thirty years which
has not been dominaled by the recollection
of that marvellons book. Nevertheless, the
labors of another generation of scholars have
enrried our knowledge of the New Testament
literature far beyond the point which it had
reached when Siranss first wrote, At that
time the dates of but few of the New Testa-
ment writings had been fixed with any
epproach to pertainty; the age and
arpoter of the fourth gospel,

|

Paulus, | larger share of his materials,

| synoptie gospels.

the |

gonuimmeau of the Pauline aphnl“, aven |

the mutual relations of the three Syunoptics,
were still undeterwined; and as a natural re-
! gult of this uncerlainty, the progress of
dogmwa during the first century was illy'nnd.r.
stood. At the present day it is impossible to
read the early work of Stranss without heing
impressed with the necessity of obtaining
| positive data s to the origin and dogmatio
character of the New Testament writings, be-
fore attempting to reach any conelusions as
to the probable career of Jesus. These posi-
| tive dats we owe Lo the genmias and dili-

tions ascribed to this Gospel a historical
value superior to that of the synoptics, be-

jeving it to have been written by an eye-
witness of the events which it relates; and

from this sonrce, accordingly, he drew the
Now, if thers
is auy one conclusion concerning the New
Testawent literature which must be regarded
as incontrovertibly established by the labors
of a whole generation of scholars, it is this,
that the fourth Gospel was ntterly nnknewn
until about A. D. 170; that it was written by
some one who possessed very little direct
kuoowledge of Palestine: that its parpose
was rather to expound a dogma than to give
an accurate record of events, and that as a
guide to the comprehension of the career of
Jesus it is of far less wvalne than the thres
It is impossible, in a brief
review like the present, to epitowize the avi-
dencé upon which this conclusion rests,
which may more profitably be songht in the
Rev. J. J. Taylor's work on “The Fonrth
Guspel,” or in Davidson's “Introdaction to
the New Testament.” It mnst suffise to men-
tion that this gespel is not cited by Papias;
that Justin, Marcian, and Valentinns make
no allusion to it, though, since it furnishes
so much that is germane to their views, they
would gladly have appealed to it, had it besn
in existence, when those views wers as yet
gnestionable; and that, finally, in the great
quartodeciman controversy, A, D). 165, the
gospel is not only not mentioned, bat ths au-
thority of John is cited by Polycarp in flat con.-
tradiction of the view after wards tuken by this
evapgelist, Still more, the assnmption of
Renau led al ouce into compliorted ditfieulries
with refererce to the Apooalypse, "The
fourth gos jel, if it does not unmistakably
annonnce itsalf as the work of John, at least
professes Lo be Johannine; and it cannot for
& moment be that snch a book,
making sueh eblwl‘, conld have gainsd onr.
repoy during John's Ulelime without valling

forth bis indignant protest, For, in reality,
vo book in the New Testament eollection
wonld #o completely have shocked the
prejudices of the Jobhannine party. John's
own views are well known to us from the
Apocalypse. John was the most enthnsiastio
of willenarians and the most narrow and
rigid of Judaizers. In his antagonism to the
Pauline innovations he went farther than
Peter himself. Intense hatred of Paul and
hig followers appears in several passages
of the Apocalypse, where they are stig-
matized as *Nicolnitans,” ‘*deceivers of the
people,” “‘those who say they are apostles and
are not,” '‘eaters of meat offered to idols,’
“fornicatorg,” ‘‘pretended Jews,” ‘‘lara’”
“‘synagogue of Satan,” ete. (Chaprii.) On
ihe other hand, the fourth Gospel containsg
nothing millenarian or Judaieal; it ocarries
Pauline universalism to a far greater extent
than Paul himself ventured to carry it, even
condemning the Jews s children of dark-
ness, and by implication contrasting thew
unfavorably with the Gentiles; and it con-
tains a theory of the natnre of Jesus which
the Ebiomitish' Christinms, to whom John be-
longed, rejected to the last. In his present
edition Renan admits the insuperable force
of these ohjections, and abandons his theory
of the apostolic origin of the fonrth Gospel,
And as this bas necessitated the omission or
alteration of all snch passages as rested npon
the anthority of that Gospal, the book is to a
considerable extent rewritten; and the changes
are such as greatly to incrense its value as
a history of Jesus, Nevertheless,
anthor has s0 long been in the habit of
shaping his conceptions of the career of
Jesus by the aid of the fourth gospel, that it
has become very diffienlt for him to pass
freely to sanother point of view. MHe still
clings to the hypothesis that there is an ele-
ment of historie tradition contained in the
book, drawn from memorial writings which
had perhaps been handed down from John,
snd which were inaccessible to the synoptists,
In a very interesting appendix he ecollects
the evidence in favor of this hypothesis,
which, indeed, is not without plausibility,
since there is every reason for supposing that
the gospel was written at Ephesus, which a
century before had been John's place of resi-
dence. Butl even granting most of Henan's
assumptions, it mnst still follow that the
anthority of this gospel is far inferior to that
of the synoptics, and can in no case be very
confidently appealed to. The question isone
of the first importance to the historien of
early Christianity. Tn inquiring into the life
of Jesus, the first (Ling to do is to establish
firmly in the mind the true relations of the
fourth gospel to the first three, Until this

tha

Lias been done no one is competent to write L

on the subject; and it is becanse he has done
this so imperfectly that Renan's work is,
from a critical point of view, so imperfec.ly
successful,

The nnonymons work entitled ‘‘The Jesus
of History,” which we have placed atthe
head of this article, ia in every respect note-
worthy as the first systematic attempt made
in England to follow in the footsteps of Ger-
man criticism in writing a life of Jesne, We
know of no good reason why the book shonld
be published anonymously, for as a historical
essay it possesses extreordinary merit, and
does great credit not only to its anthor, but
to English scholarship and acumen. It is
not, indeed, a book calculated to captivate
the imagination of the reading public,
Though written in a clear, forcible, and
often elegant style, it possesses no such won-
derful rhetorical charm ns the work of Itennun;
and it will probably never find half-a-dozen
renders where the *‘'Vie de Jesns” has
found a bundred. But the success
of n book of this sort is not to bhe
measured by its rhetorical exceilence,
or by its adaptation to the literary tastes of
an uneritical and uninstrncted publie, bat
rather by the amount of critical sagacity which
it brings to bear upon the elucidation of the
many diffienlt and disputed points in the
subject of which it treats. Measured by this
standard, the ‘‘Jesus of History” must rank
very high indeed. To say that it throws
more light npon the career of Jesus than any
work which has ever before beesn written in
Epglish would be very inadequate praise,
since the English langnage has been singu-
larly deficient in this branch of historical
literature, We shall convey a more just idea
of its merits if we say that it will bear com-

arison with anything which even Germany
Eas produced, save only the works of Stranss,
Baur, and Zeller,

The fitness of our anthor for the task
which he has undertaken is shown at the out-
sot by his choice of materials. In basing his
conclusions almost exclusively upon the state-
ments contained in the first Gospel he is up-
held by every sound principle of criticism.
The times and places at which our three
synoptic Gospels were written have been,
tgrough the labors of the Tubingen eritics,
determined almost to a certainty, Of the
three ‘‘Mark"” is unquestionably the latest;
with the exception of about twenty verses it
is entirely made up from **Matthew” and
‘‘Luke,” the diverse Petrine and Pauline ten-
dencies of which it strives to neutralize in
conformity to the conciliatory disposition of
the Church at Rome, at the epoch at which
this Gospel was written, about A. D. 150,
The third Gospel was also written at Rome
some fifteen years earlier. In the preface its
author desoribes it as a compilation from pre-
viously existing written materials. Among
these materials was certainly the first Gospel,
several passages of which are adopted word
for word by the author of **Luke.” Yet tne
parrative varies materially from that of the
firspwgospel in many esseutial points, The
arrangement of events is less natural, and,
a4 in the **Acts of the Aposties” by the same
anthor, there is apparent throughout the de-
sign of suppressing the old discord between
Peul and the Judaizing disciples, and of re-

resenting Ohristianity as essentially Pauline
rom the outset. How far Paul was correct
in his interpretation of the teachin of
Jesus, it is cult to decide. It is, no doubt,

ible that the first gospel may have lent to
he words of Jesus an Ebiouite coloring in
gome ipstances, and that now and then the
third goafel way present us with a truer ac-
count, To this supremely important point
we shall by and by return, For the present
it must au";\oﬁto %bauvslmu the evidences
of an ove ng dogmatio @ Are gene-
rally much more mpiom the gt;,irtl

| synoptist than in the first; and that the very

loose manner in which this writer has haadled
his materials in the ““Acts” i8 not caloulated
to inspire us with oconfidence in the
historical accnracy of his The writer
who, in spite of the direct testimony of Paul
himse!f, could represent the to the
Gientiles as acting under the direction of the
disciples st Jerusalem, and who Pauline
sentiments into the wouth of Peter, would
cerfainly have been oapable of unwarrantably

iving & Pauline turn to the teachings of

esns bimself, We are, therefore, as a last
resort, brought back to the first gospel, which
we find to possess, as a historieal narrative,
far stronger claims upon our attention than
the second snd third, In all probcbtl:?n
Lad sssnmed nesrly its present shape before
A. D, 100; its origia is unmistakably Palesti-

niap; it betrays comparatively few indications
of dogmatie y and there are sirong
reasons for believing that the speeches of
Jesus recorded in it are in substance taken
from the gennine “Logiai of Matthew
mentioned by Papias, which must have been
wrilten as early as A. D, 670, before
the destruction of Jerusalem. Indeed,
we are inclined to agree with our anthor that
the Gospel, even in its present shape (save
only in n few interpolated passages) may
have existed as early as A. D). 80, sinee it
places the time of Jesus' second coming ir-
mediately after the destruction of Jernsalem:
whereas the third evangelist, who wrote forly-
five years after that event, is carefnl to tell
us ‘“T'ke end is not immediately.” Morsover,
it must have been written while the Paulo-
Petrine controversy wae still raging, ns is
shown by the parable of the ‘‘enemy who
sowed the tares,” which maunifesily refers
to Paul, and also by the allusions to “false
prophets” (vii; 15), to those who say ‘‘Lord,
Lord,” and who ‘‘cast out demonsin thename
of the Lord" (vii, 21-21), teaching men to
break the commandments (v, 17-20.) There
is, therefore, good resson for believing that
wo have here a narralive written nol waneh

more than fifty years after thedeath of Jesus, |

based partly upon the written memorials.of
an apostle, and in the mauin trostworthy, save
where it relates oconrrences of a marvellons
and legendary character., Snch is our anthor's
concluxion, and in describing the career of
the Jesus of history, he relies almost excla-
sively upon the statements contained in the
first gospel. Let us now, after this long but
inadeqnate introduction, give a brief sketch
of the life of Jesus, as it is found in our
anthor,

FEEn e,

FOR SALE.
\ FINEB SUGAR PLANTATION
. FOR BALE.

Situated In the State of Loulslana, parish of
Plaguemines, at about thirty-five miles below the
city of Now Orleans, on the left bank of the river
Miselssippl. Having a rront of about thirty-alx acres
on sald river, by a depth of about thirty-seven acres,
making a superficles of thirteen hundred and twenty-
three acres, about four hundred acres of which are
upder cultare, the greater portion planted with
Bugar-cane, A safficient quantity of seed-cane will
Le reserved to plant about one handred acres next
geason, With all necessary bulldings, including a
{ine dwelling-house, sugar-honse, with steam sugar-
mill, and the Rillleux apparatos, all compiete, and
This

plantation 8 susceptible of making three to foar

in actual use, laborers' quarters, stables, ete.

hundred hogsheads of sugar next year, and the crop
can easily be ralsed to six hundred hogsheads, and
even more,

Titles indisputable,

This fine property will be sold low, to close a con-
cemn.

TFor farther particulars apply 1o

E. L. MOSS,
No. 206 WALNUT Street,
96 mwi 1m Philadelptia,

FOR SALE—A VERY VALUADBLE HOUSE
and LOT atthe N. W, corner of Forty-second
street and Kingsessing avenue,

House bullt of brown atone, three storles, contain-
ing 16 rooms, and finished In the best and most sub-
stantia! manner, with all the modern lmprovements
—one of the most desirable houses in Wesi Phlla-
delphin. FProperiy should be seen to be appreciated,
Persons wishing to know the terms and examine the
YH‘B“W can o 80 by calling on JAMES M. SEL-

ERS, unti] 8% P, M., at No, 144 S, SIXTH Street,
and in the evening at No, 500 8, FORTY.SECOND

N
REAL ESTATE AT AUGTION,
o T 1 © B&.

N —
By virtue and (n execution of the pewers contained
In o Mortgage exconted by

THE CENTRAL PASSENGER RAILWAY
COMPANY

of the city of Pmlldollpnla. befiring date of
eiﬁhtmmh day of April, 1863, and recorded in the
office for recording deeds and mor‘:lg for the
ity and connty of hllm‘e‘l{ma, in 7 oarm Book
A, C, H.,, No. 06, page ate,, the
Trustees named 1n gald Mortgage

WILL SELL AT PUBLIO AUCTION,

at the MERCIHANTS' EXCHANGE, in the city of
Punlindelphia, by

MESSES. THOMAS & SBONS, Anctioneers,

at 12 o'clock M., on TUESDAY, the elghteenth 4
of October, A, 1), 1570, the property described io an
conveyed by the sald mortgage, to wit:—

No. 1. All those two contiguous lota or pleces of
gronnd, with the bulldings and improvements
thereon erected, altuste on the cast side of Broad
sireet, In the city of Philadelphla, one of them be-
Eumng at the distance of ninetesn feet seven

ches and five-elghths southward from the southeast
corner of the sald Broad and Coates streets ; thence
extendiai eastward at right angles with sald Broad
street eighty-elght fect one nchand a half to und
now or late ol Samuel Miler; thence southward
along sald ground, and at it augies with sald
Contes gtreet, seventy-two feet to the northeast oor-
ner of an alley, two feet slx Inches In width,
leading southwatd into Penn street; thence west-
wanil crossing gaid alley and along the lot of ud
hereinafter described and at right sngles with sald
Broad sireet, seventy-nine feet to the eaat side of
the sald Broad street; and thence northward along
the east line of said Broad street seventy-two feet 10
the place of beginning, Subject to a Groand Rent
of §950, silver money,

No. 8 The other of them sitnate at the northeast
corner of the eald Broad street and Penn stree
containing in front or breadth on the sald
strect eighteen feet, and in length or depth
ward along the north line of gaald FPenn street seven«
ty-four feet and two inches, and on the ltne of said
lot pamllel with sald Penn street scventy-six feet
five (nches and three-fourtls of an inch to sald two
feet 8ix inches wide alley. Subject to ground rent
or §79, silver money.

No. 8. All that certain lot or plece of ground be
ginning atthe 8, E, corner of Coates streeiand Broad
street, thence extending southward along the sald
Broad strect nineteen feet seven inches and fives
eighthe of an inch; thence eastward elghty fest one
inch and one-kalf of an Inch; thence northward, at
right angles with sald Coates street, nte feet to the
gouth side of Coates streel, and thence westward
along the south side of safd Coates street ninety feet
to the place of beginning.

No. 4. Four Steam Dummy Cars, twenty feet long
by nine feet two inches wide, with all the necessary
steam machinery, seven-inch cylinder, wigh téen-inch
gtroke of piston, with heating pipes, &c, EBach will
seat thirty passengers, and has power sufliclient 1o
draw two eXtra cars.

Note.—These cars are now In the custody of
Messrs, Grice & Long, at Trenton, New Jane{.
where they can be seen. The sale of them I8 made
subjece to allen for rent, which on the rst day of
Jul‘y. 1870, amonunted to

No. 5. The whole road, plank road, and rallway of
the said The Central Passenger Rallway Company
of the city of Philadelphia, and all thelr land I(not
fncladed in Nos, 1, 2, and 8,) roadway, rallway, ralls,
rights of way, statlons, toll ionses, and other super-
structures, depots, depot greunds and other real
egtate, bulldings and Improvements whatsoever,and
all and singular the corperate privileges and r’nu.
chises connected with sald company and plank road
an rallway, and relating thereto, and all the tolls,
mcome, lssues, and profits to accrue from the same
or any thereol helon.mng 10 Bald co , and
generally all the tenements, hereditaments and fran-
chises of thesald “mJ““ﬁi And algo all the cars of
every kind (not included in No. 4,) machinery, tools,
froplements,and materials connected with the proper
e?ulgment, operating and conducting of sald road,
plank road, and rn.liw?- and all the personal proe
perty of every kind an &mrlptlon belonging to the
sald company.

Together with all the streets, ways, all
sugn, wators, Water-courses, easements, rranc
rights, libertfes, privi hereditaments ana ap-
purtenances whatsoever, unto lﬁ of the above-
mentioned premises and estates belonging and ape
pertaining, and the reversions and remainders,
rents, lssues, and profits thereof, and all the estate,
right, title, interest, property, claim, and demand of
every nature and kind whatsoever of the gald Com-
pany, a8 well at law as in equity of, in, and to the

same and ev and 1 thereof,
CIY FPERAS DF SALE,

The properties will be sold In parcels a8 nnmbered,
On eagh Did there shall be paid at the time the pro-
r«n{ {8 struck off Fifty Dollars, nnless the price s
egs than that sum, when the whole sum bld shal

b puste W. L. SCHA
s1e W W. LONGSTRErm, | Trostees,

Street, 9 10U LUMBER. L
W F O R S A L E PRUCE JOIST. 1
ft 1870 "RUCE JOIST, 1870
— HEMLOOK,
A NEW AND ELEGANT BROWN-STONE RESI- HEMLOCK,

DENCE, East side of Logan Square, Reéplete with
every convenlence. Inquire atl premises,

Lot 22 by 150 feet. 221m _

PSS — L A L2 e —
TO RENT—-TO A QUIET GENTLEMAN A
handsome furnished Parlor and BDed.room in
a private family. Inguire at
914 10t No. 38 S, ELEVENTH Street.

To RENT—TEE STORE NO. 128 CHESNUT

Street. Apply on the premises between 10 and 12

o_'f}_c_n_.‘l_i A H . WY N e W] 817 ‘l_f_
WATCHES, JEWELRY, ETO.

/7~ L EWIS LADOMUS & Cp,
DIAMOND DEALERS & JEWELERS.

WATCHES, JEWELRY & BILYES WAKK
\ WATOHES and JEWELRY REPAIRED.

N 502 Chestnut 8t., Phils:

BAND BRACELETS.
CHAIN BRACELETS.

We have just recelved a large and beoantiful as-
sortment of
Gold Band and Chain Bracelets,

Enamelled and engraved, of all sizes, at very low
low prices, New siyles constantly received,
WATCHES AND JEWELRY in great variety,
LEWIS LADOMUS & CO.,
511 fmwi No. 502 CRESNUT Street.

§, TOWER CLOCKS. £

G. W, RUSSELL,

No. 22 NORTH SBIXTH STREET,

Agent for STEVENS' PATENT TOWER CLOCKS,
both Remontolr & Graham Escapement, striling
hour only, or strikiug qoariers, and repeating bour
on full chime,

Estimates furnished on application either person-
ally or by mall, 2 b

WILLIAM B WARNE & CO,,
Wholesale Dealers in
By ol
3311 Second foor, and late of No. 8 8. THIRD &t.

- SEASONED CLEAR PINE,
1870  seasoxen crean pve: 1870
BPANISH OEDAJ% FOR PATTERNS,

RED UEDAR.

1870 1870

FLORIDA FLOORING,
PLUBI&A FLOORING.

ARDS.
RAIL PLANK. ’
WALNUT BOARDS AND PLANK.
1870wALSur BOARDS AND D;;me.1870

1870 1870

UNDERTAKERS' LUMBER,
UNDERTAKERS' LUMBER.
RED CEDAR,
WALNUT AND PINE.

1870 SHSMBAE 1870
WHITE OAK PLANK AND BOARDS,
HICKORY.

" CIGAR BOX MAKERS’
1870  GiGAk Box MaRERS

. 1870
SPANISH CEDAR BOX BOARDS,

CAKOLINA T mue. 1870
70

PA:-:EL PLANK, ALL THICKNESSES —
COMMON PLANK, ALL THICKNESSES,
1 COUMMOUN BOARDS,
1 and 2 SIDE FENOE BOARDS,
WHITE PINE FLOORING BOARPS,
YELLOW AND SAP PINE FLOORINGS, 1 and
43 SPRUCE JOIST, ALL S1ZES,
HEMLOCK JOIST, ALL BIZES.
PLASTERING LATH A SPECIALTY,
Together with & general assortment of lfnndln.

Lumber for sale low for cash. T. W.SMALTZ,
651 6m No. 1715 RIDGE Avenue, norih of Poplar St,

United States Builders' Mill,

FIFTEEN TH Street, Below Market,

—_—

ESLER & BROTHER,
PROFRIETORS.

Wood Mou!diugs, Brackets and General Turning
Work, Band-rall Balusterd and Newel Posts, [91 3
A LARGE ASSORTMENT ALWAYS ON HAND.

NORWAY SCANTLING.
CEDAR SHINGLES,
CYPRESS SHINGLES.
MAULE, BROTHER & CO.,
0. 2500 SOUTH 8

BUILDING MATERIALS.

SUMMER RESORTS.
ooucnlll HALL

COAPE MAY,N.J,,

Opens June 1. Closes October 1
Mark and Simon Hassler's Orchestra, and ful
Military Band, of 120 pleces.
TERMS§800 per day June and September, §o
per day Jaly and August,
The new wing 1s now completed.
Applications for Rooms, address

415 624 e J. F. OAKR, Proprietor
On.'nou_aﬁ_ GOODS FOR 9 CENTS
WIS k) DLEZON'S No il B EIOETH Sweet,

R. R. THOMAS & CO.,
Doors, Blinds, Sash, Shutters’

WINDOW FRAMES, ETC,,
N, W. CORNER OF

EIGHTEENTH and MARKET Streets
414 15m PRILADELFHIA]

LEXANDE EL 0.,
AT

s ¢ sl eraren,

ALBXANDER G, CATIEEL, BLidAN CATVELL,




